- ED 276 945 CcG 019 563
AUTHOR Jones; Brent M. PR
TITLE interpersonal Attraction as a Function of Appearance
S and Competition.

PUB_ DATE Apr 86- -
NOTE 12p.; Paper. pr;sentcd at_ the,Annual Conveat;on of the

Southwestern Psychological Association (32nd, Fort
Worth, TX, April 17-19, 1986).

PUB TYPE Reports - Researcﬁ/?ecﬁn:cal (143) ==

Speeches/Conference Papers (150)

:EDBS,BBICE EFDL/PCOI Plus. Postage. -

DESCRIPTORS College. Students; *Competence;,*Competitgon, H;gher
Education; *Interpersonal Attraction; *Physical
EEiricféiist:cs

ABSTRACT

Vthle tha 1n£1uance of compatence on 1ntarpersonal
attract16n has been éxamxncd from several. pCrBPCCtIVCB, the
attraction literature is relatively silent with respect to -

competitive interactions Letween the sexes. A study was conducted to
examine the roles of competence and physical appearance in liking
responses. Male (N=43) and female (N«E3): coiiege students _competed in

a_staged quiz against a "pretty" or "plain' —female confederate, the

level of attractiveness ptedqtarm:ned by grooming and mode of dress.

Quiz questions r-presentod the subject3' favorite and the
confederates' ostensive least favorite category. Having- ﬁémorizéd the
answers, confederates either decisively won or lost.,rollovzng the
contest;, subjects and. confederates were directad to an.adjoining room
to_sit on a bench. Subjects sat closer to and better liked the_
prettier confederate.. Liking was found to be independent of the

competitive outcome. These results suggest the subordinate role of

competitiveness vis-a-vis appearance on liking judgments. (NB)

***********************************************************************

* .:Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made *

* from the original document. @ = #
RRRRRRRRRARRRRRRER AR R R R R R R R R R AR RR R R RL AR R ARRE AR ARR A AR AR R AR AR AR ARRARRAS




ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

A
o
n
o
-
D
(5

Interpersonal Attraction as a Function

'of Appearance and Competition

Texas Christian University

___ U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION.___

Ofice of Educational Research and Improvement

EDUZATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION
- - CENTER (ERIC)

hia document has been reproduced s

racelved trom the person or organization
_ originatingit
O Minor changes have been made to improve

reproduction quality.

@ Points of view or opinions statad in this docu-
ment do-not necessarily represent official
OERI position or policy.

“PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE TH!S
MATERIAL 4AS BEEN GRANTED BY

TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC).”



Attraction
1

. Interpersonal Attraction as a Function

of Appearance and Competition

ABSTRACT

The roles of competence and physical appearance in liking responses

were examined by having subjects compete against a pretty or plain

female confederate in a quiz. Questions represznted the subjects'

favorite and the confedederates' ostensive least favorite rategory.
'Having memorized answers, confederates either decisivaly won or lost.

A - Following the contest, subjects sat closer to and better liked the

prettier confederate.  Surprisingly, liking was independent of the
competitive outcome: Results indicate the subordinate role of

competitive vis-a-vis appearance on liking judgments.

(JOI



Attraction

The influence of coapetence on interpersonal

attraction has been exaained froam several perspectives.

Aronson, ®illerman, & Floyd (1966), for instance,
discovered that the attractiveness of soimeone vith
superior abilities is greater than that of a mediocre

persons FPurthermore, liking for the superior imdividual
alcne vas enhanced fbiidiing a pratfall or social

blunder. Additionully, Mettee and Riskind (1974)

studied competence and liking in a guestion and anmswer
contest in which sﬁbieéis and confederates initially
demonstrated equal abilities. But vhenever the
confeleratets performance varranted her elevation to an
incomparably superior intellectual status, she was liked
better than a non-promoted competitor who only

marginally defeated the subject. A possible explanation

is that "if ve are competing with someome, we may
dislike that person unless the individual is so good-
that he or ske clearly outclasses us and we cannot he

compared with that person" (Riskind and Wilsom, 1982, p.
55632 ‘
curiously, the attraction iiiérainré is réiéﬁ§6éiy
silent with respect to competitive interactions between
the sexes. How would a female's physical appearance
influence iikiiiiiij fbiibuiié caiéétiiiéﬁé agaiﬁéi both

sexes? To seek an answer, the curreant research explored

liking for an attractively or unattractively dressad
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female confederate who either decxsively defeated, or
wic vas deciszvely defeated by subjects in an oral quiz
(Snperior and Mediocre con&tttons):

Hypotheses 1 and 2 follow ftou the Aronson, et al.

(1966) experxnent. Slnxlar to a pratfall,

unattractiveness was ptedtete& fo mitigate the threat

introduced Bf extreme competences
BiﬁéthéSiS~4’ Both males and females will like the Séﬁéfiéf
opponent more than they will 11ke her uedxocre coﬁnierp&éi;
gzgotheszs 2’ Males will 1tke tﬁe unattraotxve éuﬁétidr opponent
more than iﬁéy vill like the attractive Superior opponent.
The thxtﬂ hypothé§i§ folIOis froa Deaux's (1972)

experiments vhich demonstrated Eﬁat, unlike = men, women

lost liked superzor ﬁdn-pratfaiiers.
_1g)t£§si5—3. reaale suhjects will lxke the attractive better
iﬁan the unattractive Supéfi or opponent.

Hethod

§ﬁ$i§ét§; Fifty-three fenale and fort y-three male
genetai psycﬁoiogy stadents part1c1pated in the study at
Texas Christian ﬁﬁiiéféiii;

Procedure. Tvo normally attractive college-aged women
served as confederates and appeared in two modes of
itéég. ihen ﬂnattract;ve. confederates participated

uithout lake-up vhile spottzng érab garme.ts, outmoded

.0
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eyegiasses and nnfiattertug, greasx hairdos. In the

vith respect to attract1veness ratings in the tvo dress

conditioas. But as éibécréﬁ; there vas a stgntftcant

ﬂifference beﬁween bei ng p*éiéy and ﬁieii for both

confederates, t (47) = 8;65; é < .01,

using guesticns preteste& for difficuity by
undergraduates. Confederates memorized correct answers
Efiif to the contest. The experxiént folloved a 2 (sex
of subject) X 2 (pretty or plaxn confeaerate) X 2
(conféderate won or 1ost) factorial desxgn., Subjecig
were rando-lx assxgned to conditions with the goal of
includxng eqnal nulbers of lales and fe-ales in the
cells: The subject and confederate first took a warn-ﬁs
vritten test and then selected tlie two categories in
vhich théy felt most and least conpetent. Eﬁé

categorr happened to be the confederate s £avcr1te. As
a result of a staged coin flxp, the favorlte category of
the relieved subject was aluays selectea for the oral
contests - In the gane; vznnxng confederates ostensibly
bettered 80X of past cbnteatants, vhile losrng subjects

bettered S0% (1.e., average). Conversely, losing

6



snbjects' 80x%.

Players then conpleted a questxonnaxre and were
iiieete& to an a&jo:iiﬁ§ roos within which vas situated
a 6 foot long bench. The acconplxce entered fzrst so as
to take a posxtxon at one extreme end of the bench,
vhile subjects sat as close to her as desired: One

iii?ictxon anasure was Byrne's (1971) Intetpersonal

andglent 8ca1é (IJS). A second, nnobttus:ve acasure was
obtained by deteraining the number of inches séﬁitifiié
the ééﬁtééfiﬁié. Subjects received the customary

debriefing.
Resulis and Discussion

Data for both confederates were cosbined siace they
folloved the same pattern. Post-test guestxonnaxre
responses vere subjected to separate 2 X 2 X 2 ANOVAS
and analyzed to confzrn that uhen atessea attracttveiy,
confederates were seen as s1gn1f1cant1y better looking
than when attired unattractively (F (ii 87) = 30.96, MSe

= 2.93, i < ;éii; Other checks (all sxgnxftcant to at

least ihé ’65 ievel) indicated that suﬁjects vere wvell

they uon, and perceived that confedetates evaluated thea

7
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accordingly. Outcome satisfzciion and perceptions of
the confederate's evaluation had a -84 correlation.
iﬁtéﬁ'?éi‘; subjects thought winning confederates were
sxgnifxcantiy sore intellzgent, demonstrated greatet
knavledge of cutrent events, and vere better adjnsted
than their plaxn counterpatts;
éﬁ" 135 kaaﬁxixty judglents are présented in Table

1 with ﬁiﬁﬁér scores indicative of greater lthng.

31gnificant sain effecis vere found for the Ehiéiéai

appearance variable only (! (l, 88) = %.07. NSe = 3:63,
g < .05) in that confederates vere lxkea stgnifiéiiiii
iore when attract:ve tﬁan nﬁen unattractives aoiéGGE;

vinning an& losxng pro&nced almost 1dentica1 liking

responses by subjects (Ms = 10.65 and 10.725.

Seatxng distance neasurelents are gtven in Table 2.

Insert Table 2 about here

LR R R Pl T LT TR 1T Y P g ——"——

ﬂain effects were found for the aopeatance variable
onl]. as subjeets sat szgntfzcantix closer to the
confelerate when she was pretty than when She was not (EF

(1 88) = 0.20, HSé = 34:77, P < 01)5 Tﬁe 135 liking

r
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measure and the attractivemess judgments had a
correlation of 74
These results are sobering iniénuéh as data from past
experimental contests (wiich, to be sure, did mot
lantpuiate the iﬁﬁearance vartabie) suggesteé that
ﬁinnzng ana losxng dxfferentxally affected suhjects'
11R1ng or closeness ratxngs (e.g., Plehan & Tesser,
1981). In tﬁe present ease, the contest vas so desrgned
that cortestants could har&iy have failed to compare
theiselves to thexr opponent, even before fxnal scores

vere announced. lctually se 1ng the uedxocre player

exnnpie; vas predicted to more strongly influence liking

jndglents.

attraction is hirﬁii éﬁriri§iﬁ§; Hovever, the impact of
cosmetic appeal wvas not at all expected to completely
overwhels the influence of winning or losing a
stiaulating ééisééiiiaa; Nevertheless, the first
hypothesis that nales as uell as fenales would llke
Super;or opponents better than Mediocre opponents,

atiractiveness notwttﬂstandtng, was not §ﬁ§§orté&;
Indeeﬂ, attractiveness was central in likin§ Sﬁdgments.
Likeiiéé contrirj to the éecond ﬁrédictiooj iileé

counterpart and seiected the attractrve over the

ljR\(j,M#,mwtﬁ L 9
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unattractive Mediocre opponent as well.

. The final hypothesié vas that attraetzve Superxor
confederates uould be 1i£e& more by females than would
the unattractive Superior confederates. W®hile failing
to reach sxgnlflcance, scores were clearly a the
hypothesxzed d:rectxon.

The traly snrptzszng fxndxng. however, was that
neitﬁet the dxssatxsfactzon uxth losxng, nor the
petception that conf*derates jn&ge& then ﬁ&iéii; vhen
they lost, znpelle& subjects to xndlcate eiiﬁer greater
or lesser 1ik1ng for the Superxot than for the Mediocre
player. Thus, in the context of Eaif an bour's
conpetitxon against an opponent presnled less co-petent
in a speeific categor’, attraction vas shown to be
ptincxpaily deterlined by the opponent's pﬁysxcal
appearance. Other thlnqs equal, we aay still like
‘highly competeant 1n&1v1&nais more than we do less
capable people: But when pitted against physical

etttactxveness in the short terns, co-petence piays the

snbservxent tole in 11ktng. It appears. thetefote, that
competernce ié nore iiiéij to exert an influence oan
interpersonal attraction when physical appearance cues

are not prominent.
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Table 1
Beans and Standard Deviations
of Likxng Scorés

leeo.g;_ce's Agg_arance

iif act;ve

subject Won
Hales 10.00 2.14 10.83 1.95
Femzles 10. 83 1.59  10.93 1.49

iabié 2
Heans and Standard Deviations

of Seating pistances (Inches)

iccaag__ e's igg__ an

Contest_Outcome nnattracttve ggiﬁg@giié

fiSugjecthosf Hean ;§g_ _ﬁé;_: _sD
Hales' 27.65  6.82 25.54 4.15
Females 26.61  7.80 21.70 5.63
Subdect son

Males 27.79  6.16  26.42 7.03

Penales 27.65  5.08 26.23 5.03
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